STATE OF CALIFGRNIA — HEALTH AND EUMAN SERVICES AGENCY CALIFORNIA GERARTMENT OF SOCIAL BEAVICES

CALFRESH (CF) PROGRAM
REQUEST FOR POLICY/REGULATION INTERPRETATION

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete ftams 1 - 10 on the form. Use a separaie form for each policy interprelation request. i additonal space is

needed, please use tha second page. Be sure to identify the additional discussion with the appropriate number and heading. Retain a copy

of the CF 24 {or your racords,

#  Cuestions from counties. including county Quality Contral, must be submitted by the county Callresh Coordinator and may be submitted
directly to the CaiFresh Policy analyst agsigned respensibility for the county, with 5 copy direstad o the appropriate CalFresh Policy unit

manager,
»  Questions from Adminstrative Law Judges may he submitted directly io the CalFresh Policy analyst assigned responsibility o the couniy
where the hearing took place, with a copy of the form directed to the appropriate CalFrash Bureay unit manager.
RESPONSE NEEDED DUE TO: o ' 5 DATE OF REGUEST: NEED RESFONSE By
. . . . i i
Folicy/Regulation Interpratation (114012 - ABAP
o0 £ COUNTY/ORGANIZATION:
R ] Rivarside
Fair Hearing S -
7. BUBJECT:
Cther: CaiFresh Household Composition Overissuance
zZ. REOUES"\'OF: MAME: . o ) REFERENCES: (Insluds ACL/ACIN, o cases. sic. in referahees)
VWilliam Blum : MNOTE: Al requesis must have & reguiation cite(s) and/or a referencefs).

5. PHONE NO.
310-700-0642

4. REGULATION GITE(S):

MPP 63-402.142; 63-300.1

GUESTION! (INCLUDE SCENARIO IF NEEDED FOR CLARITY)-

w

[am a retired annuitant {RA} ALJ assigned to review requesis for rehearings of State Hearings Division Decisions. | am
reviewing a case where an ALJ ordered a county to reduce the amount of an Ol for the period of 12/11 through 2112 and
found that an Ul had occurred during such months because the claimant's 24 vear-oid daughter and the daughiar's child
had not been included in the HIH. The county has requested a rehearing, contending that the daughter and child should not
be retroactively added {o the HH because the claimant had never reguested that they be included in the HH prior o the
stats hearing.

Itis undisputed that the daughter and har child purchase
during the period al issue. ttis aleo undisputed that the ¢
the HH before the siate hearing.

1

d and prepared food with the claimant and cther HH members
laimant had not asked to have the daughiter and her chifd added to

10, BEQUESTOR'S PROPCSED ANSWER:

I don't have an opinion about this issue. | just wani fo know stata policy. is it siate policy to include the daughter and the
daughter's child in the HH retroactively and to reduce the amount of the Ot accordingly? 1t would appear in ancther
context that if the daughter had income, her income would be imputed to the dlaimant for Olbenefit computation purposes
even if the claimant had not added the daughter as long as the daughier purchased and prepared food with the claimani.
Why would the answer be different where the daughter, as bere, had no incomes?

Continued on next page.

11, BTATE POLIGY BRESBPONSE (CFFB USE ONLYE

The Manua! of Policies and Procedures (MPP) 83-802.1 states: The CWD shall restore to a housahold benefits which
were lost whenever the joss was caused by an administrative ervor as defined by Section 63-801.22, or; an administrative
disgualification for an intentional Program violation was subsequently reversed as specified in Section 63-805.3, or a
staternent elsewhere in the reguiations specifically states that the household is entfitied to restoration of lost benefits.

Therefore, based on the information provided, the HiH is not entitled 1o an underissuance. Failure o include Hi
composition changes on a mandaiory report does not meet the criteria of igsuing lost benefiis. However, if the failure 1o
report results in an overissuance, per MPP 63-801.1 the adult imembers of the HH are responsible for repayment.

The information given indicates that the HH falled to meet their QR mandatory reporiing responsibility.
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QUESTION {continued
This is a guarterly reporting household. the claimant applied for benefits for a HH of 4. the AL ssued 2 decision saying the

HH should have numberad 6 parsons.

The Ol is for the period of 4/11 thru 6/11 and 11/11 thru 2/12. however, the AL found an O for the first period
notwithstanding 1= fact that the claimant's adult daughter and d's child shouid have been added o the househalid,

The claimant testified at the siate hearing that she was not aware that she could have added D and child to the HH. So the
earliest that this ciaim (that D and D¥'s child should have been in the HH) was made appears o have been whan the slate
hearing was requested in responsa to ihe O NCAs,

Having found that the HH should have included the D and D's child, the ALJ found an Ul for the second Ol time period of
T thea 2712




